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1. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a) because 
they fail to show a detailed Figure 3 as described in the 
specification. Figure 3 of record is completely a black rectangle 
with nothing inside the black rectangle (the Examiner has 
duplicated Figure 3 at the end of this paragraph) . According to 
the specification, Figure 3 is supposed to show "SCHOTT" in it. 
Any structural detail that is essential for a proper 
understanding of the disclosed invention should be shown in the 
drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). Corrected drawing sheets in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action 
to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement 
drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is 
being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be 
canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the 
replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures 
must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. 
Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled 
in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
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pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by 
the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any 
required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Fig, 3 





2. Claims 4, 11, 14-19, 21-23, 34 rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 4, line 5 and claim 11, line 3: the term "composite 
element" lacks antecedent basis. Parent claim recites "a light 
emitting composite element" and "a composite element". 
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Use of the term "and/or" in claims 15-17, 19, 21 renders 
the claims vague and indefinite since it can not be ascertained 
as to the claim refers to "A and B" or "A or B". 

As to claim 19, it can not be ascertained as to whether the 
claim refers to "A and B and C" or "A or B or C" or "A and B or 
C" or "A or B and C" or something else. 

Claims 14, 18, 21-23, 34 are necessarily rejected due to 
their dependencies on claim 4. 

3. The following is a guotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1, 3-15, 19, 22 and 30-34 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Eida et al (USPN 5909081, 
of record) . 

Eida et al disclose applicant's claimed organic light 
emitting device (at least Figures 5, 6) including: 
a first glass substrate (4) ; 

an organic light emitting layer arrangement (1), wherein 
the organic light emitting layer arrangement includes a first 
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and second electrode (la, lc) and an organic electroluminescent 
layer (lb); 

an encapsulation (5) encapsulating the organic light 
emitting layer arrangement, wherein the first glass substrate 
(4), the organic light emitting layer arrangement (1) and the 
encapsulation (5) form a light emitting composite element; and 

a functional layer (3 and/or 9) applied on the light 
emitting composite element, wherein the functional layer is an 
antishatter protective layer, and wherein at least the first 
glass substrate (4) and the antishatter protective layer (3 
and/or 9) form a composite element. 

As to claim 3, Eida et al disclose the encapsulation 
including a second substrate (2) adhesively bonded on the first 
glass substrate or the organic light emitting arrangement. 

As to claim 4, Eida et al further disclose a third 
substrate (8) applied on the functional layer so that the 
functional layer is arranged between the first and third 
substrates, and wherein the first and third substrates and the 
antishatter protective layer form the composite element. 

As to claim 5, Eida et al disclose the functional layer 
including first and second sections (9a, 9b), wherein the first 
section is essentially light-transmissive and the second section 
is essentially light-opaque. 
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As to claims 6-8, Eida et al disclose the functional layer 
being a multicolor patterned mask or a plastic layer or plastic 
film. 

As to claim 9-10, Eida et al disclose the functional layer 
adhesively bonded on the light emitting composite element. Eida 
et al further disclose the functional layer including a self- 
adhesive film. 

As to claim 11, Eida et al disclose the first and third 
substrates (4 and 8) and the antishatter protective layer 
adhesively bonded in areal fashion to form the composite element. 

As to claim 12, Eida et al disclose the functional layer 
adhesively bonded on the light emitting composite element by a 
crosslinking adhesive. 

As to claim 13, Eida et al disclose the functional layer 
including a printed-on layer. 

As to claim 14, Eida et al disclose the second substrate 
(2) and third substrate (8) including glass. 

As to claim 15, although Eida et al do not explicitly 
disclose the first, second and/or third substrates (4, 2 and 8) 
including hardened glass, the first, second and/or third 
substrates glasses are relatively hardened to some degrees. 

As to claim 22, Eida et al disclose the first, second and 
third substrates and the functional layer are adhesively bonded. 
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The first and second substrates are adhesively bonded to one 
another by means of adhesive layer, the first substrate and the 
functional layer are adhesively bonded to one another by second 
adhesive layer, and the functional layer and the third substrate 
are adhesively bonded to one another by a third adhesive layer. 

As to claim 30, the organic light emitting device can be used 
as a self-luminous information sign or a self-luminous information 
area . 

Further, as to claim 30, an intended use of the device is not 
given patentable weight. It has been held that a recitation with 
respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to 
be employed does not differentiate the claimed apparatus from a 
prior art apparatus satisfying the clamed limitations. Ex parte 
Masham, 2 USPQ 1647 (1987) . 

As to claims 19 and 34, Eida et al disclose the end sides 
of the first, second and third substrates postprocessed after 
adhesively bonding. 

As to Claim 31, Eida et al disclose the light-emitting 
device made by: 

providing the organic light emitting composite element, 
wherein the organic light emitting composite element includes 
the first glass substrate, the encapsulation and the organic 
light emitting layer arrangement; 
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encapsulating the organic light emitting layer arrangement 
by the first glass substrate and the encapsulation, wherein the 
organic light emitting layer arrangement includes the first and 
second electrodes and the organic electroluminescent layer; 

applying the functional layer to the organic light emitting 
device, wherein the functional layer is antishatter protective 
layer; and 

producing the composite element including the first glass 
substrate and the antishatter protective layer. 

As to claims 32 and 33, Eida et al disclose further 
applying the functional layer to a front side of the organic 
light emitting device, and further applying the third substrate 
to the functional layer. 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claim 15 is alternatively rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Eida et al, as applied to claim 1 in 
view of Tahon et al (USPN 6309901, of record) . 

As to claim 15, Eida do not explicitly disclose the first, 
second and/or third glass being toughened glass, as claimed by 
applicant . 

Tahon et al however is cited for showing that the display 
device substrate is a hardened glass for increased strengthening 
properties for the base of the device. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to provide Eida et al's light-emitting device 
including the first, second and/or third substrate made of 
hardened glass for strengthening the base of the device. 

7. Claims 16-18, 20, 21, 23-27 and 29 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Eida et al, as applied 
to claim 1 . 

As to claims 16 and 17, although Eida et al do not disclose 
the first, second and/or third substrates including glass- 
plastic composite or plastic coated glass of laminated glass- 
plastic composite, as claimed by applicant, providing a mix or 
laminate of plastic and/or glass substrates or plastic coated 
glass for the substrates would have been a matter of obvious 
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alternative design choice to one of ordinary skill in the art 
for providing optimum strength for the base of the device. 

As to claim 18, Eida et al do not disclose the third 
substrate including anti-reflection coating, as claimed by 
applicant. However, since providing the anti-reflection coating 
is known in the art for transmitting the light in a desired 
direction and also for reducing reflection of incident light on 
the substrate, applicant's claimed anti-reflection would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

As to claim 20, Eida et al do not disclose the organic 
light emitting device including at least one end side that is 
beveled, as claimed by applicant. However, providing such shapes 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for 
directing the emitted light in a focused manner and not spread 
in undesired direction. In light of this, applicant's claimed 
beveled ends would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. 

As to claim 21, Eida et al do not disclose the organic 
light emitting device including the first, second and/or third 
substrates having thickness as claimed by applicant. However, 
applicant's such claimed thicknesses of the substrates would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art since it 
has been held that where general conditions of the claim are 
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discovered in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable 
thickness involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 
105 USPQ 233. 

As to claim 23, applicant's claimed thicknesses of first, 
second and third adhesives in a particular thickness range would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art since it 
has been held that where general conditions of the claim are 
discovered in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable 
thickness involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 
105 USPQ 233. 

As to claim 24, applicant's claimed thicknesses of the 
device in a particular thickness range would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art since it has been held that 
where general conditions of the claim are discovered in the prior 
art, discovering the optimum or workable thickness involves only 
routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233. 

As to claims 25-27 and 29, although Eida et al do not 
disclose the device including energy source, switch, holding 
clip, dielectric housing etc., as claimed by applicant, providing 
such optional accessories would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art for further facilitation of the device. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Ashok 
Patel whose telephone number is 571-272-2456. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Minh-Toan Ton can be 
reached on 571-272-2303. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Ashok Patel/ 

Ashok Patel 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2889 



